LITHOLAPAXY.
To the Editor of " The Indian Medical Gazette." Sir,?Mr. D. F. Keegan in his paper on Assendelft's work on Stone in your August number, refers to my paper on Stone published in your special Stone number. As he makes and publishes inferences detrimental to my good name as a surgeon and suggests that I probably march with the lithotomists, I hope you will kindly allow me a short space to correct this impression. Although I am a keen follower of Bigelow, nevertheless I detailed the advantages of lithotomy for the following reasons : (1) Because I wished both sides of the question to be heard, and the subject to be well thrashed out; (2) because lithotomy is still often done in India, and I sought to find the reasons which led men to do it. In two big Indian provinces more lithotomies than litholapaxies were done during the year, and without good reasons this was not creditable to the general spread of advanced surgery among us (I have since heard that this is due, in many cases, to the want of suitable lithotrites, a want which is being rapidly supplied); (3) because I wished to point out to lithotomists that in spite of the apparent advantages of lithotomy, yet litholapaxy had a far lower death-rate, so that only under exceptional circumstances was a surgeon justified in cutting his patient.
Dr. Zum Busch, although he refers to one of the advantages claimed for lithotomy, yet he saw the gist of my article and correctly described the writer as an ardent litholapaxist.
Yours, &c., G. T. BIRDWOOD, m.a., M.n., Captain, I. M. S.
